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This office action is in response to applicants' response filed on 09/30/08. Claims 
1-43 are pending in this application. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 22-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Eaton et al. ("Eaton") US 2003/0101343 in view of Knouse et al. hereinafter "Knouse" 
US publication Number 2003/0074580. 

As per claims 22 and 24, Eaton fails to disclose requiring and forbidding the user 
to connect to the application session of the plurality of disconnected application 
sessions based on rule from a rule source. Knouse discloses this feature (see Knouse 
fig 15-16; paragraphs 0139, 0157, 0165, 0237, 0314, and 0339). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine 
Knouse's features to Eaton's to securely provide access to content to users that 
businesses and organizations deem authorized (Knouse par 0008). One skill artisan at 
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the time of the invention would be motivated to do so to effectively secure and manage 
all various network-based interactions (see Knouse par 0009). 

As per claim 23, Eaton-Knouse teaches rule created by one of a user or 
administrator (Eaton, paragraphs 0071,0094-0095; 0026; Knouse, par 0102 and 0139). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under 
section 122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the 
effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if 
the international application designated the United States and was published under 
Article 21 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 17-21 and 25-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Eaton et al. hereinafter Eaton US publication number 2003/0101343 Al. 

As per claim 17, Eaton teaches a method for providing remote access to a 
plurality of application sessions (abstract, 0026), the method comprising: transmitting 
authentication information associated with a user operating one of a first computer or a 
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second computer (fig 2, 13, paragraphs 0027-0028, 0094-0095); receiving a user 
prompt indicating whether to connect to a first disconnected application session 
identified from a plurality of disconnected application session associated with the user 
during operation of the first computer (par 0026, 0071 and 0098) and receiving 
application output from the first application session in response to transmission of the 
user's indication to connect to the first application session (see paragraphs 0071 and 
0098). 

As per claim 18, Eaton teaches method of claim 17 wherein the receiving 
application output is automatic upon the transmission of the user's indication (fig 2, 13, 
paragraphs 0026-0028, 0071 ,0094 and 0098). 

As per claims 19-20, Eaton teaches a method of claim 17 further comprising: 
receiving a user prompt to indicate whether the first application session should be 
terminated and remain disconnected (see par 0010, 0032, 0051-0052). 

As per claim 21 , Eaton teaches a method of claim 17 wherein the plurality of 
active application sessions is initially connected to a first client computer and, upon 
transmitting the information, the user is operating a second client computer (0032, 
0051-0052). 

As per claim 25, Eaton teaches a method of claim 17 further comprising selecting 
by the user a single user interface element to automatically connect to the plurality of 
disconnected application sessions associated with the user (Eaton, paragraphs 0039, 
0056, and 0097-0098). 
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As per claim 26, Eaton teaches a method of claim 17 further comprising 
automatically transmitting the authentication of the user from one of the first computer or 
the second computer operated by the user (see Eaton par 0028 and 0094-0095). 

As per claim 27, Eaton teaches a method of claim 17 wherein the plurality of 
disconnected application sessions was connected to a first client computer prior to 
disconnection and, at connection, at least the first application session of the plurality of 
disconnected application session is reconnected to the first client computer (0098- 
0099). 

As per claim 28, Eaton teaches a method of claim 17 wherein the plurality of 
disconnected application sessions was connected to a first client computer prior to 
disconnection and, at connection, at least the first application session of the plurality of 
disconnected application session is connected to a second client computer (0098, 
0099). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 9/30/08 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argued that Eaton does not disclose providing the user a menu option 
to select one of a plurality of disconnected application sessions. 

Examiner submits that Applicant fails to provide support for this added limitations 
in the claims. Therefore, examiner will not consider it at this time. 
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Furthermore, assuming that there is support for this limitation, examiner believes 
that Eaton-Knouse teaches the features argued by applicant (see Eaton par 0026, 
0071, and 0098). Accordingly, the rejection regarding claims 17-28 is maintained. 

Claims 1-16, and 29-43 are allowed over the prior art of record. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Frantz B. Jean whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3937. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-6:00 M-f. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nathan J. Flynn can be reached on 571-272-1915. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Frantz B. Jean/ 
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